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teachings pertaining to "motivational and positive reinforcement" are well-known, and that the 
exemplary teachings of Thomas concerning behavior management are sufficient to have led a 
skilled artisan to supply the model-viewing step. Thus, in the PTO's view, the foregoing claims 
would have been obvious to the skilled artisan. 

With respect, applicants point out that the present claims do not broadly claim a step of 
"motivational and positive reinforcement," or even a "rewarding system" to encourage a user, such 
as a child, to "perform selected behaviors" as taught by Thomas. Nor do the inventions of the 
present claims merely define systems and methods that encourage users "to be well prepared for 
the test." Rather, the present claims are directed to systems and methods that include very specific 
step involving multiple limitations, e.g., viewing a model removing an article of clothing in the event 
that a question presented to the user is answered correctly. Such steps are not merely a "reward" 
that is "selected from an electronic catalog". Nor are the model-viewing steps a "reward" provided 
to a user to motivate the user to perform selected behaviors (Thomas, col. 4, lines 20-23, e.g.). 
These specific steps are not mere "design choices", and are not suggested by the teachings of 
Thomas. 

Furthermore, the model-viewing step is clearly intended for the use of adults, not children 
(hence the teaching to control access to the application and/or model sites used according to the 
application, such as by means of the control system disclosed in the '172 patent to Piccionelli et al. 
[see application paragraph 0045]). Thus, a routineer would not have been motivated to turn to 
Thomas in order to combine that reference's teachings with the teachings of Rachman et al., and 
even if the routineer had (for some unknown reason) made the combination, the result would not 
have been a method or system as presently claimed. 

Turning now specifically to claims 24 and 44, the teachings of Rachman and Thomas are 
devoid of the slightest suggestion to view a model removing an article of clothing when a question is 
answered correctly, still less to provide an instruction to the model to remove an article of clothing. 
By the same token, with respect to claim 45 and 65, the cited references are silent concerning 
providing any request for selecting an article of clothing to be removed by the model, or selecting an 
article of clothing in response to such a request. Nor do the cited references suggest instructing a 
model to remove an article of clothing when a question is answered correctly, as recited in claim 64. 
A fortiori, the cited references fail to suggest viewing the model removing such a selected article of 
clothing. 

Regarding claim 7, again the cited references fail to suggest the recited step of viewing a 



Application Serial No. 10/822,213 
Page 3 

model removing an article of clothing in the event that a question is answered correctly. As to claim 
22, which is dependent on claim 7 and ultimately on claim 1, although the PTO has grouped this 
claims with several others in discussing a rejection under §1 03(a), applicants point out that the PTO 
has not specifically rejected this claim. Applicants respectfully request that the PTO specify a basis, 
if any, for rejecting the claim. Applicants here note that, in addition to the limitations discussed 
above in the context of claims 1 and 7, which are not disclosed or suggested by the cited art, claim 
22 includes additional limitations that also are not disclosed or suggested by Rachman or Thomas. 
These limitations include the step of receiving both a notification that the answer provided to the 
question is correct and a request to select an article of clothing to be removed by the model, and 
also the step of selecting the article of clothing to be removed. 

As to claims 8-10 and 46, applicants point out that the following additional limitations of the 
claims are not disclosed or suggested by the cited art: linking to a model site that permits viewing a 
model (claims 8, 46); activating the link when the application is opened (claim 9); and selecting an 
article of clothing to be removed when the question is answered correctly (claim 10). Claims 8-10 
and 46 thus are not suggested by the cited references for these additional reasons. 

Concerning claims 25, 26 and 50, again the following additional limitations are not 
disclosed or suggested by the references of record: receiving a request for selection of an article of 
clothing to be removed by the model (claims 25, 26); selecting an article of clothing to be removed 
(claims 25, 26); opening the application on a storage medium provided by the user when the central 
site is accessed via a network (claim 26); and linking to a model site that permits viewing a model 
(claim 50, as it depends on claim 46). The foregoing claims thus are not suggested by the cited 
references for these additional reasons. 

Regarding claims 66, 67, 69 and 70, the computer applications of claims 1 and 44 are not 
suggested by the cited references, as shown above, and thus portable storage media comprising 
such applications likewise are not suggested. 

In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that claims 1, 7-10, 22, 24-26, 44-46, 
50, 64-67, 69 and 70 are patentably distinguished over the combined teachings of the Rachman 
and Thomas references. 
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Applicants further direct the PTO's attention to the attached copy of an article published in 
the journal XBiz World (January 2007, page 12). This article, entitled "Striptease Classroom", 
reports the development of a commercial product which appears to read directly on one or more 
claims of the present application. The "Naughty American History" application appears to include 
opening an educational application that includes a plurality of questions pertaining to a subject (as 
reported, American politics, past and current events, etc.); answering at least one question included 
in the application; and viewing a model (as reported, a "virtual professor") remove an item of 
clothing when the question is answered correctly. Thus, the reported application appears to read 
directly on one or more of the present claims, e.g., present claim 1. Accordingly, even if the cited 
references somehow establish a prima facie case of obviousness with respect to one or more of the 
present claims (which applicants deny), the published report of the "Naughty American History" 
application constitutes an objective indicium of unobviousness. 

Accordingly, applicants submit that claims 1, 7-10, 22, 24-26, 44-46, 50, 64-67, 69 and 70 
are not rendered obvious over the teachings of Rachman and Thomas. Withdrawal of the §1 03(a) 
rejection on this basis is earnestly solicited. 

Applicants also note that claims 13 and 62 appear not to have been rejected by the PTO, 
and submit that these claims are in condition for allowance. Should the PTO take the position that 
one or both of these claims are unpatentable, applicants request that the PTO specify a basis for 
such a position. 

In view of the foregoing remarks, it is submitted that all present claims are in condition for 
allowance. Should the Examiner have any questions, kindly contact the undersigned at the 
telephone number indicated. 



Respectfully submitted, 



4/23 /2008 
Date 
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2801 Townsgate Road, Suite 200 
Westlake Village, CA 91361 
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